Although the United States reported its lowest number of tuberculosis (TB) diagnoses in 2018 (2.8 cases per 100,000 persons), the decline in TB incidence has slowed in recent years ([@bib1]) and the current pace of this decline is too slow to reach the national goal of TB elimination (defined as an annual incidence of less than one case per 1 million population \[[@bib2]\]) within this century.

In a study presented in this issue of the *Journal*, Menzies and colleagues (pp. [356--365](10.1164/rccm.201907-1289OC)) compared three epidemiologic models to analyze the potential impact of different interventions in California, where 82.6% of individuals with TB in 2018 were born outside of the United States ([@bib3]). Although the authors credit the successful implementation of TB control principles (e.g., early detection of active TB disease and prompt initiation and completion of appropriate therapy) for reducing TB incidence to historic lows in the United States, all three models show that in the absence of additional interventions, these activities alone will not be enough to significantly reduce TB incidence in the United States in the coming decades.

The authors provide a thoughtful and nuanced discussion about the role and utility of modeling, and their use of multiple modeling methodologies in this study helps to strengthen the impact of results that are concordant across the models. However, the authors also note the inherent limitations of these models in the absence of more robust data. Such an approach can also help individuals involved in TB control programs and policy makers better understand the implications and potential applications of these findings within their own local context.

Across the models used in this analysis, recent transmission accounted for a small proportion of overall TB morbidity in California, and a scenario involving halting of future TB transmission led to a predicted reduction between 8.1% and 25.5% in new TB cases. For jurisdictions where TB incidence rates are elevated and TB outbreaks still occur (e.g., New York and Seattle), efforts to identify and interrupt TB transmission through contact investigations, outbreak detection and response, and community-based interventions that address barriers to diagnosis and preventive treatment remain a priority ([@bib4]). However, as these models and others demonstrate, addressing domestic TB transmission alone will not negate the need for other strategies, and additional actions to address the community burden of latent TB infection (LTBI) are required to accelerate the pace of TB decline.

The halting of future importation of *Mycobacterium tuberculosis* had the highest predicted impact across models in this analysis, highlighting the importance of strengthening international TB screening and prevention programs. Activities to address TB among individuals who will become long-term residents in the United States are an important component of the national TB control strategy and are currently coordinated and organized through the CDC's Division of Global Migration and Quarantine. Expansion of overseas LTBI testing and possibly initiation of treatment for LTBI in selected groups should be considered ([@bib5]). In addition, resources must also be allocated for follow-up care in destination jurisdictions to ensure that these individuals are linked to healthcare services after their arrival ([@bib6]).

In the United States overall, non--U.S.-born persons accounted for 70% of TB cases in 2018, and it is estimated that up to 13 million live with LTBI ([@bib7]). Comprehensive case management of persons with TB disease and their close contacts has been used effectively by domestic TB programs since the 1990s and must be continued, but it is also vital to engage non--U.S.-born communities in intensified yet culturally mindful TB prevention. The authors suggest that even short-term interventions targeting the reservoir of LTBI among non--U.S.-born persons will generate ongoing benefits in terms of reductions in TB cases and deaths. Similarly, a recent model to evaluate TB epidemiology in New York City showed that additional interventions among non--U.S.-born populations would have the greatest projected impact on furthering the decline of TB ([@bib8]). With this understanding, an emphasis on enhanced testing and treatment for LTBI is now a core component of national, state, and local TB elimination strategies ([@bib9]). Dedicated resources are required for this plan because it will include expanded surveillance, collaboration with local healthcare providers, and outreach to and engagement with affected communities. Individuals involved in public health programs can and must be data-driven and use their expertise to identify high-risk communities, understand how frequently testing and treatment for LTBI should occur, provide various types of additional robust information to enhance modeling and other practical analyses, engage healthcare providers, and advocate for innovation and a sustained political commitment to eliminate TB.

Because the models used by Menzies and colleagues are based on parameters of TB epidemiology in California, the implementation and impact of the intervention scenarios will be different in other parts of the United States. Strategies to reduce TB transmission, stem the importation of *M. tuberculosis*, and expand LTBI testing and treatment in high-risk communities must be adapted to reflect local resources and sociopolitical contexts. Understanding the dynamics of TB epidemiology is critical for tailoring decisions and prioritizing interventions at a local program level.

All of the scenarios in these models assume the presence of a political commitment to sustain funding for the current policies and practices of domestic TB control programs. Although the recent decline in TB incidence is remarkable, it is challenging for many local health departments to maintain their current priority activities, such as case management and contact investigations. We must support these core TB control activities, which are essential to cure patients with TB and protect the public. Furthermore, it is crucial to invest in research and superior diagnostics that can accurately predict who will progress to active TB disease ([@bib10]), to identify shorter and better-tolerated LTBI regimens, and to use implementation science to improve the effectiveness of care. It will take a substantial commitment to accelerate the pace of TB elimination, and this commitment must be sustained if we are to reach our audacious goal in this century.
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